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AN OPEN LETTER 
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signed the task of pushing the “Sense Resolu- 
tion” through Congress. While he says now 
he did not know what he was doing. The rec- 
ords show otherwise. When confronted with 
the record he confessed that he had known 
what he was doing at the time but had relied 
upon the pledged word of the President that 
the unconstitutional and unlimited power 
conferred upon the President by this Resolu- 
tion would not be used to escalate the war in 
Vietnam. Mr. Fulbright is charging now that 
the President obtained this fateful resolution 
by fraud and deceit. The slogan-drugged 
Congress did not remember that President 
Wilson had “kept us out of war” while he was 
trying to bait the Congress into declaring war 
and President Roosevelt had pledged “again 
and again and again” our sons would not be 
sent into a foreign war. LBJ pledged both be- 
fore and after the Tonkin Gulf Resolution 
that “American boys will not be sent to do 
the jobs that Asian boys should do,” and be- 
cause Senator Fulbright believed him, the 
whole Congress (except 2) voted the Presi- 
dent unlimited authority for action in South 
East Asia. 

Gentlemen: Read the following Resolve. 
See if you can understand it. Decide whether 
YOU would have voted for it: 

“The United States is, therefore, prepared 
as the President determines, to take all ne- 
cessary action, including the use of armed 
forces, to. assist any member or protocol 
State in the South East Asian Collective De- 
fense Treaty requesting assistance in defense 
of its freedom.” 

Senator Fulbright now says: “We did re- 
solve, we did act, and I have said many times 
I think wrongly, precipitously, without due 
consideration to giving authority far beyond 
that particular attack. . . 

“T regard this as one of the most tragic 
mistakes in American history. I did not in- 
tend to authorize it. Now, I think it is clear 
that Congress is, in large part, at fault in not 
being precise.” 

This “one of the most tragic mistakes in 
American history” has cost the lives of 15,- 
000 young men with many times that number 
wounded. The question now is: Will Congress 
allow that “mistake” to stand or will Con- 
gress voluntarily move to correct it? If Con- 
gress fails and refuses to act — must our 
young men continue to die because there is 
no real representation for them at any level 
of government? The debate sparked by Sena- 
tor Gruening came about because of two 
statements made by the administration in the 
previous week. The Congress was just be- 
ginning to awake from a long, propaganda- 
drugged sleep, and the import of these state- 
ments “got through” to them. 

LBJ had stated in a speech to the Ameri- 
can Bar Association (a sub-committee of 
which had ruled unanimously that the actions 
of the administration in South Vietnam were 
legal in accordance with the Charter of the 
United Nations and the SEATO Treaty) that: 
“We stated then (at the time he ASKED for 
the Tonkin Gulf Resolution) and we repeat 
now, WE DID NOT THINK THE RESOLU- 
TION WAS. NECESSARY to do what we did 
and what we’re doing.” 

Undersecretary of State, Katzenbach, has 
said that Congressional Declarations of War 
are outmoded. Many members of Congress, 
apparently a majority, find this statement in- 
conceivable; but, they are wrong. Mr. Katzen- 
bach dropped a hint to the wise which 
reached no “wise” faculties. He said: 

“The use of the phrase, ‘to declare war,’ as 
it was used in the Constitution of the United 
States had a particular meaning in terms of 
the practices which existed at that time and 
which existed really until the United Nations 
Organization.” (Congressional Record 8-21- 
67, page 11883). 

Of course LBJ could have taken the action 
he took and continues to take in Vietnam, 
provided the UN directed him to do it. With- 
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- Since its inception, the UN office of undersecretary-general for political and security 
council affairs—which coordinates all military, disarmament and atomic energy mat- 
ters for the Security Council—has been held by an open Communist from a Commu- 


nist country. 


NOT CONGRESS is authorized to decide for 
us when, where, why and against whom WE 
go to war. 

It is the failure of the Congress to make 
any effort to REVIEW THE CHARTER OF 
THE UN to UNDERSTAND OUR COMMIT- 
MENTS under that Charter and the thou- 
sands of treaties, agreements and resolutions 
of the UN, which has led Congress into a full- 
scale war in Vietnam. Only now does an ele- 
ment in Congress realize they are powerless 
to prevent a call-up of our Armed Forces for 
service in a UN Army (and the “Special 
Forces” SEATO Army in South Vietnam IS 
a UN Army as surely as was the UN Force 
in Korea), The STATE DEPARTMENT AD- 
MITS that the field command in Vietnam is 
complying with Article 54 of the UN Charter 
and “reports promptly and fully all major 
activities in South Vietnam” to the Security, 
Council. This same Article requires that ac- 
tivities “IN CONTEMPLATION” must be re- 
ported also. So, in carrying out the provisions 
of the Article WE are informing the UN in 
advance of what we intend to do. (The Rus- 
sian head of the Military Department of the 
UN should be able to use that type of infor- 
mation!) Please remember, the American 
Bar Association report that “WE” are legally. 
engaged in the Vietnam War, not in accord- 
ance with the Constitution of the United 
States nor by the authority of the Tonkin 
Gulf Resolution, but in accordance with the 
Charter of the United Nations and the South 
East Asian Treaty Organization (SEATO). 


An awakening Congress struggling weakly 
to its feet, surveys the disastrous wreckage 
evident on every hand. What can they do? 
Repeal the Tonkin Gulf Resolution with half 
a million men pinned down in Vietnam? Re- 
veal their own incompetence in an election 
year? If they suddenly became statesmen 
and repealed the Resolution, what would hap- 
pen? The Administration would ignore them. 
Under the UN law they really did not need 
the resolution. It was JUST A SCHEME TO 
INVOLVE CONGRESS IN THEIR CRIME 
as they have done many times before. 

Remember too, Senator Fulbright who 
pushed the Resolution through Congress 
now says it was one of the most tragic mis- 
takes of American History. What can Con- 
gress do now to stop the tragedy? 

There is one thing they could do — in 3 
days time or less! Review the UN Charter 
and examine its treaties, agreements and 
resolutions. THE MOST TRAGIC MISTAKE 
IN AMERICAN HISTORY WAS THE 
RATIFICATION OF THAT CHARTER. 

One of the provisions of this fraudulent 
“charter” which actually, on the face of it, is 
a Constitution for a new government, is Ar- 
ticle 109 setting forth that if the “charter” 
had not been reviewed and revised by the 


10th year, the General Assembly would re- 


view and revise it in 1955. This was a TWO- 
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to review and revise at this time they might 
LOSE THE WHOLE CHARTER as they, 
certainly would have done in the face of a 
1954 Senate Subcommittee Report that there 


was not enough of the 1945 Charter left to. 


amend. It had been euchered out of business 
by the UN itself. Every revision is on the 
agenda of the General Assembly and each 
year it is postponed. 

This was the most important (and fraudu- 
lent) “treaty” ever entered into by the Unit- 
ed States. It was not ONE of the most tragic 
mistakes in American history; it was THE 
most tragic mistake of all time. 

At a press conference, held subsequent to 
the Gruening-Katzenbach-Fulbright debate, 
in defense of his unlimited authority, the 
President asserted that the late Senator Rob- 
ert A. Taft approved of sending troops to Ko- 
rea but objected to the way President Tru- 
man had done it without the consent of Con- 
gress. 

The fact is that Mr. Taft, in his book, A 
Foreign Policy for Americans, reveals his 
vigorous opposition to the whole Korean war 
scheme. Senator Taft, we believe, has estab- 
lished very clearly where we parted company, 
with the Constitution. Heed his remarks! “I 
voted for and supported the United Nations’ 
Charter in the Senate on July 28) 1945, I 


was never satisfied with the Charter and — 


stated my criticism definitely at the time. 
“It follows that, except as such policies 
may ultimately protect our own security, we 


have no primary interest as a national policy. 


to improve conditions or materia] welfare in 


other parts of the world or to change other- 


forms of government. Certainly we should. 
not engage in war to achieve such purposes.” 

On page 32, Senator Taft quotes. from a 
letter written by F. D. Roosevelt to Premier 
Reynaud: “o. . So long as the French people 
continue in defense of their liberty . . . ma- 
terial and supplies will be sent to them from 
the United States. . . . I know that you will 
understand that these statements earry with 


them NO IMPLICATION OF MILITARY 


COMMITMENTS, ONLY THE CONGRESS 
CAN MAKE SUCH COMMITMENTS.” 

. President Roosevelt died before the United 
Nations Charter was approved at San Fran- 


cisco, Then Harry S. Truman became Presi- 


dent and, to settle a dispute at the San Fran- 


cisco Convention, he wired from Potsdam: 
When any such agreement or agreements 


are negotiated (to provide troops for a UN 


Army) it will be my purpose to ask the Con- 


gress for appropriate legislation to approve 
them.” 


At this point, before the UN Charter was 


approved, Congress still had the power to de- 


clare war. As Mr. Katzenbach so- tersely. 
stated it: “Until the United Nations Gi es: 
tion.” As reported by Mr. Taft, the change in _ 
the law became apparent following the or- 


ganization of the UN. He : 

“On January 11, + 
view, according to the Washington Post 
Truman, whose right to send ti 
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